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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, 
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this 
application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 12 
September 2005 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 12 September 2005 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Regarding page 7, lines 8-22: Applicant argues that 
Yamazaki (US Patent 6,118,972) fails to disclose a 
countermeasure against the problem that the read size designated 
for the document on the document table is cancelled to read an 
image of another document which is fed by the document feeder. 
Examiner responds that Yamazaki discloses that "the document 
size detection for the second and subsequent document sheet is 
not conducted, and the size is regarded as the same as that of 
the first document sheet, and the automatic selection and 
keeping of the memory are conducted in the same manner as the 
first document sheet, and the image formation is continuously, 
conducted'' [column 10, lines 5-12 of Yamazaki, as cited on page 
3 of the previous office action, dated 13 May 2005] .• Tanaka (US 
Patent 5,973,797) teaches the document table and determining the 
document size on the document table, as set forth on page 7, 
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lines 3-18 of said previous office action. By combination, 
Yamazaki, Nishida (US Patent 5,961,226) and Tanaka fully teach 
the countermeasure argued by Applicant, said countermeasure 
corresponding to different limitations in the present claim. 

Regarding page 8, line 1 to page 9, line 3: Nishida 
teaches the designation of the document size (column 4, lines 
50-57 of Nishida) via a user interface (column 3, lines 1-4 of 
Nishida), as set forth on page 5, lines 1-11 of said previous 
office action. Yamazaki teaches reading a document according to 
a detected read size (column 9, line 63 to column 10, line 12 of 
Yamazaki) . By combining Nishida with Yamazaki, the input of the 
document size, which is taught by Nishida, would correspond to 
the read size taught by Yamazaki. 

Regarding page 9, lines 4-20: Tanaka discloses the 
document table. Thus, the combination of Yamazaki in view of 
Nishida and Tanaka fully teach the size detector for a document 
placed on the document table as specifically recited in claim 1. 

Furthermore, Examiner has combined two separate elements of 
Nishida with Yamazak'i, and thus provided two separate 
motivations. Applicant's summary does not detail the two 
combinations and motivations. Examiner specifically stated that 
''it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary • skill in the 
art to include a user interface that allows the user to specify 
a document size and a read size if the document size is not 
recognized by the system, as taught by Nishida, wherein said 
document ^ size detection is performed by the document size 
detector taught by Yamazaki. The motivation for doing so would 
have been that, if the document size cannot be determined by the 
system, a user should be able to input the data into the system, 
thus allowing the document processing to occur (column 4, lines 
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53-61 of Nishida) . Otherwise, the system will not be able to 
process documents that are not a standard size'' [page 6, lines 
2-13 of said previous office action] . Thus, the ability to 
input document sizes, as taught by Nishida, is combined with the 
teachings of Yamazaki so that the system can process documents 
that are not a standard size. Examiner then goes on the explain 
that ''it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to use the same independently specified document size 
for all the document images processed, as taught by Nishida. 
The motivation for doing so would have been to be able to 
process the plurality o.f document images faster (column 10, 
lines 5-9 and lines 12-17 of Yamazaki)" [page 6, lines 13-20 of 
said previous office action] . Claim 1 specifically recites 
"said read size specifying means is constructed such that the 
document size designated via said user interface is confirmed in 
a state where said cover is closed, and the document size is 
maintained until said cover is opened" [emphasis added] and 
''said reading unit is capable of reading an image of the other 
document fed by the document feeder while maintaining the 
document on the document table". Thus, while the cover is 
closed, the document size is maintained , for all the other 
documents that are scanned. 

Further, both in this section of Applicant's arguments and 
above, Applicant argues features, alleged advantages, and aims 
of the present specification. Applicant does not address 
specific claim language, but rather a summary of aspects of the 
present application. Thus, Applicant's arguments do not comply 
with 37 CFR 1.111(c) because they do not clearly point out the 
patentable novelty which he or she thinks the claims present in 
view of the state of the art disclosed by the references cited 
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or the objections made. Further, they do not show how. the 
amendments avoid such references or objections. 

Regarding page 9, line 21 to page 10, line 14: Yamazaki, 
Nishida and Tanaka have been used in combination to fully teach 
the claimed invention. One cannot show nonobviousness by 
attacking references individually where the rejections are based 
on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 
208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co. ^ 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986) . Further, Applicant has not addressed 
the combination of references as has been presented in said 
previous office action, but has again relied on generalities. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 

Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this 
title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yamazaki (US Patent 6,118,972) in view of 
Nishida (US Patent 5,961,226) and Tanaka (US Patent 5,973,797), 

Yamazaki discloses a document reading device (figure 3 of 
Yamazaki) comprising a reading unit (figure 3(3) of Yamazaki) 
for reading an image of a document (column 8, lines 44-49 of 
Yamazaki); a document size detector (figure 3 (SI) of Yamazaki) 
for detecting a size of the document (column 7, lines 15-20 of 
Yamazaki); a controller (figure 3(80) of Yamazaki) for 
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controlling said reading unit to read the image of the document 
in a read size corresponding to the document size (column 10, 
lines 5-12 of Yamazaki) confirmed from a detection result of 
said document size detector (column 9, line 63 to column 10, 
line 5 of Yamazaki) , wherein said controller includes a user 
interface (figure 3 (80 (''switches, numeral keys, and a liquid 
crystal touch panel")) of Yamazaki) for inputting various 
information (column 6, lines 20-24 of Yamazaki) ; and a document 
feeder (figure 1(2) of Yamazaki) for feeding a plurality of 
documents (column 6, lines 25-33 of Yamazaki) . Yamazaki teaches 
that a user interfa'ce comprising switches, numeral keys, and a 
liquid crystal touch panel are a part of said controller (column 
6, lines 20-24 of Yamazaki), though not specifically shown in 
figure 3 of Yamazaki. 

Yamazaki does not disclose expressly that said user 
interface is used for outputting various information; that said 
controller includes read size specifying means for requesting 
designation of a document size via said user interface when the 
document size is not confirmable from a detection result of the 
document size detector and specifying the read size 
corresponding to the document size which is designated via said 
user interface according to the request; that said reading unit 
includes a document table for supporting a single document 
placed thereon and a cover capable of being opened and closed; 
that said read size specifying means is constructed such that 
the document size designated via said user interface is 
confirmed in a state where said cover is closed, and the 
document size is maintained until said cover is. opened; that 
said reading unit is capable of reading an image of the other 
document fed by the document feeder while maintaining the 
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document on the document table; and that said read size 
specifying means is configured such that the read size for the 
document fed by said document feeder is independently specified 
from the read size for the document on said document table to 
maintain the document size designated via said user interface 
for the document on the document table when said reading unit is 
reading the image of the other document fed by the document 
feeder while maintaining the document on the document table. 

Nishida discloses a user interface (figure 2(12,13) of 
Nishida) for inputting and outputting various information 
(column 3, lines 1-4 of Nishida). The keyboard (figure 2(12) of 
Nishida) and the crystal display (figure 2(13) of Nishida) 
constitute a user interface since both, in combination, are used 
to input and output relevant information (column 3, lines 1-4 of 
Nishida) . 

Nishida further discloses read size specifying means 
(figure 2(1) and column 3, lines 7-9 of Nishida) for requesting 
designation of a document size via said user interface (column 
4, lines 50-57 of Nishida) when the document size is not 
confirmable from a detection reisult of a document size detector 
(column 4, lines 49-53 of Nishida) and specifying the read size 
corresponding to the document size which is designated via said 
user interface according to the request (column 4, lines 57-61 
of Nishida) ; and that the read size specifying means is 
configured such that the read size for the document fed by a 
document feeder is independently specified by the user (column 
4, lines 50-57 of Nishida) to maintain the document size 
designated via said user interface (column 4, lines 57-61 of 
Nishida) , The system control unit (figure 2 (1) of Nishida) 
controls the sheet setting mechanism (column 3, lines .7-9 of 
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Nishida) based on the condition of the switches (column 4, lines 
13-17 of Nishida) . The switches, and their corresponding set 
condition, are a form of memory since the state of the switches 
is stored data which is modifiable based on changing conditions. 

Yamazaki and Nishida are combinable because they are from 
the same field of endeavor, namely document size detection, 
document processing, and document printing. At the time of the 
invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to include a user interface that allows the 
user to specify a document size and a read size if the document 
size is not recognized by the system, as taught by Nishida, 
wherein said document size detection is performed by the 
document size detector taught by Yamazaki. The motivation for 
doing so would have been that, if the document size cannot be 
determined by the system, a user should be able to input the 
data into the system, thus allowing the document processing to 
occur (column 4, lines 53-61 of Nishida) . Otherwise, the system 
will not be able to process documents that are not a standard 
size. Further, at the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to use the same 
independently specified document size for all the document 
images processed, as taught by Nishida. The motivation for 
doing so would have been to be able to process the plurality of 
document images faster (column 10, lines 5-9 and lines 12-17 of. 
Yamazaki) . Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine 
Nishida with Yamazaki. 

Yamazaki in view of Nishida. does not disclose expressly 
that said reading unit includes a document table for supporting 
a single document placed thereon and a cover capable of being 
opened and closed, and said read size specifying means is 
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configured such that the document size designated via said user 
interface is confirmed in" a state where said cover is closed, 
and the document size is maintained until said cover is opened; 
that said reading unit is capable of reading an image of the 
other document fed by the document feeder while maintaining the 
document on the document table; and that said independently 
specified read size is specified from the read size for the 
document on said document table when said reading unit is 
reading the image of the other document fed by the document 
feeder while maintaining the document on the document table, 

Tanaka discloses a document table (figure 1(16) of Tanaka) 
for supporting a single document placed thereon (column 7, lines 
35-38 of Tanaka) and a cover (figure 1(24) of Tanaka) capable of 
being opened and closed (column 7, lines 57-62 of Tanaka) , and 
that the document size is confirmed in a state where said cover 
is closed, and the document size is maintained until said cover 
is opened (column 18, lines 58-60 of Tanaka), The existence of 
a document (column 18, lines 52-57 of Tanaka) and the document 
size is only determined when the platen is in a closed state 
(column 18, lines 58-60 of Tanaka) . Therefore, the detected 
document size is maintained until said cover is opened. 

Tanaka further discloses reading a document on said 
document table and determining the document size (column 18, 
lines 52-57 of Tanaka) ; and specifying a read size from the read 
size for the document on said document table until the cover is 
opened (column 18, lines 58-60 of Tanaka) , 

Yamazaki in view of Nishida is combinable with Tanaka 
because they are from the same field of endeavor, namely 
document size detection, document processing, and document 
printing. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
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obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include the 
document table and the cover taught by Tanaka as part of the 
overall reading unit and, when the read size specifying means 
designates a size via a user interface, as taught by Nishida, 
the document size is confirmed (determined) in a state where 
said cover is closed, as taught by Tanaka. The motivation for 
doing so would have been to be able to accurately determine the 
document size, regardless of the background color of the 
document (column -6, lines 11-20 of Tanaka) . Furthermore, at the 
time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use the read size determined for 
the document on said document table, as taught by Tanaka, as the 
read size for all of the document images to be read and 
processed, as taught by Yamazaki in view of Nishida, since 
Nishida teaches that, when a document size is specifically 
determined, said document size is used for processing the 
document images (column 4, lines 42-46 and lines 57-61 of 
Nishida) . The read size determined by the document table taught 
by Tanaka is simply used as the input. Thus, by combination, 
while the document is maintained on the document table and the 
cover closed, as taught by Tanaka, the reading unit taught by 
Yamazaki reads the image of the other document fed by the 
document feeder taught by Yamazaki, The motivation for doing so 
would have been that, by setting all the document sizes to a 
predetermined size (column 10, lines 5-9 of Yamazaki), the 
document image processing can be performed faster (column 10, 
lines 12-17 of Yamazaki) . Further, since the document table 
taught by Tanaka is included as part of the reading unit taught 
by Yamazaki, and is thus separate from the document feeder 
taught by Yamazaki, then said document feeder feeds documents 
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other than the document on said document table and said reading 
unit is capable of reading an image of the other document fed by 
the document feeder while maintaining the document on the 
document table. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
combine Tanaka with Yamazaki in view of Nishida to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 1. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to James A, 
Thompson whose telephone number is 571-272-7441, The examiner 
can normally be reached on 8 : 30AM-5 : 00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, David K, Moore can be 
reached on 571-272-7437. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR, Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http: //pair-direct , uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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